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world'; it is merely the systematic way in which we
construct the source of the stimulation on which we feel .
ourselves to be reacting. Hence even our most passive
receptivity of sensations can, and should, be construed
as the effortless fruition of what was once acquired by
strenuous effort, rather than as the primal type to which
all experience should be reduced. In it we are living
on our capital (inherited or acquired), not helping to carve
out ('create') the cosmos,1 but enjoying the fruits of our
labours (or of those of others!). Which is pleasant, but
not interesting. What is interesting is the course of
the active experimenting which results in the arts, the
sciences, and the habits on which our social organisa-
tion rests.

I proceed accordingly to consider the mass of experi-
ments which collectively make up the world-process and
by their issue determine the subsequent course of affairs.
At the outset there seems to be nothing determined,
certain, or fixed about it. We may indeed shrink from
the assertion of an absolute indeterminism, but it is certain
that we cannot say what made or determined the character
of the first reaction, and that the first establishment of a
habit of reaction is a matter of immense difficulty. And
to a less extent this indeterminateness persists as the
structure of the cosmos grows. The world is always
ambiguous, always impels us at certain points to say,
* it may be,' (either . . . or,' etc.2 Nor were it well
that it should grow rigid, unless we were assured that it
would set in forms we could not wish to change. As it
is, we have no absolute nor initial rigidity. All deter-
minations are acquired, all are ratified, by their working ;

1  It is significant that most of the words which have been used to express
the conception (?)  of creation are metaphors which meant originally to hew
or shape.    For if, as seems probable, the conception of absolute ' creation'
('out of nothing') be ultimately unthinkable, the assumed 'metaphor' will be
able to supply the true conception.

2  We do not, of course, affect the fact by assuming its absolute determination,
' if only we knew all.'    For this is merely a postulate, devised to keep us in
good heart while calculating, and in order that we may be able to forecast the
future.    We may fa able to achieve the realisation of this ideal in a cosmos
absolutely determined and absolutely satisfactory, but at present it is not true
that for us practically all things are determined.